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'3-R WILLIAM ROBERTS, B.A., M.D.LOND., F.R.C.P.,

F.R.S.,
Consulting Physician to the Mancliester Royal:lnfirmary.

WILLIAM ROBERTS was born at Bodedern, Anglesea, on
March i8th, I830. He was the seventh and youngest son

of Mr. David Roberts, of Mynydd-y-gof, and Sarah, daughter
of Mr. J. Foulkes, of Machynlleth, Montgomeryshire. Mr.
David Roberts farmed his own land in Anglesea, and in addi-
4tion practised as a surgeon in the neighbourhood. where
'indeed he was the only doctor. The homestead at Mynydd-
_y-gof was a well-known centre of hospitality for the nieigh-
bourhood, and Sir William's parents were strong supporters
of Methodism, which then, as now, was a great power in
Wales. Both Sir William
Roberts's parents lived to a

great age; several of his bro-

'thers achieved distinction in
Manchester and elsewhere,

,.nd one of them, Alderman

-J. Foulkes Roberts, was Lord

Mayor of Manchester in

4897-98.
William Roberts was edu-

-cated at Mill Hill School,
.and entered University Col-
lege, London, as a medical

-student in 1849-5o. He had

a distinguished career as a

-student at University Col-
........

lege, and attracted the atten-

#,ion of his teachers by the
earnestness and thorough-
ness of his work. His in-

terest in physiological
,problems, which persisted
throughout his life, was

aroused during his early stu-
-dent career by the influence
,of the teaching of Sharpey.
Walshe, Garrod, Jenner,
Quain, Hare, and Erichsen
were amongst the teachers
-at the time that Roberts was
-a student, and Wilson Fox
.and George Buchanan were
his contemporaries, the late
Sir Russell Reynolds being
slightly senior to him. Ro-
lberts was dresser to Mr.
Erichsen in I85i-x852 when
Joseph Lister (now Lord Lis-
ter) was House-Surgeon, and
'Lord Lister recalls at the
present time his alertness
and brightness of manner,
-eombined with great a>;
43iduity and thoroughness in SIR WILLIAM omBEMrs, B.A.,
all his work. He graduated (From a photograph
as a B.A. in the University of London in i851, taking the
highest honours in Chemistry and Animal Physiology, and
ibecame a Member of the Royal College of Surgeons and
Licentiate of the Society of Apothecaries in i853. In I853
tie also took the degree of M.B., obtaining the Scholarship aild
Oold Medal in Physiology and Comparative Anatomy, the
-Gold Medal in Medicine at the final examination, and the
Medal and Exhibition in Chemistry at the first M.B. He
-took the degree of M.D. at the University of London in 1854,
-and in I864 was elected a Fellow of University College, Lon-
don. In addition to studying in the Medical School of Uni-
'versity College, William Roberts afterwards studied in France
and Germany, and there doubtless laid the foundations of his

'intimate knowledge of the medical literature of these coun-
,tries, and to the end of his life he was thoroughly conversant
-with the modern advances made abroad, more especially in
his own branch of medicine.

On returning from the Continent he was appointed in 1854
House-Surgeon to the Manchester Royal Infirmary, and very
soon afterwards-at the early age of 25-on July 26th, i855, he
was appointed, without any opposition, to the post of full
Physician to the Royal Infirmary, and Lecturer on Anatomy
and Physiology in the Royal School of Medicine, Manchester.
This appointment is probably unique, as although occasion-
ally a medical school appoints a man as young on its staff,
such an appointment is rarely made without opposition.
He was appointed Lecturer on Pathology in 186i, and in
1863 Lecturer on the Principles and Practice of Medicine at
the Owens College, with which the Royal School of Medicine
lhad become united.
Dr. William Roberts remained on the staff of the Man-

chester Royal Infirmary until February 26th, I883. He was
thus on the active staff for nearly 30 years, and during the
whole of that time he was an energetic teacher of Clinical

Medicine, and played a great
-___ _ _ _part in the development of

this great Provincial School
of Medicine. His clinical
teaching, which appealed
more especially to the senior
and advanced students, was
remarkable for its thorough-
ness and lucidity, and his
custom was rather to inves-
tigate thoroughly at one visit
two or three of the cases in
his wards, than to make
more general and discursive
remarks on a greater num-
ber. The high character and
efficiency of his teaching
were recognised not only by
the success of his pupils but
also by his appointment as
the first Professor of Med-
icine in the Victoria Univer-
sity, when the University re-
ceived the charter enabling
it to confer degrees.
He was admitted a Mem-

ber of the Royal College of
Physicians of London in
i86o, and in i865 he was
elected a Fellow of the Col-
lege, and his connection with
that body remained singu-
larly close throughout his
life. He delivered the Gul-
stonian Lectures before the
College in i866, the subject
being the Use of Solvents in
the Treatment of Urinary
Calculi and Gout. He gave
the Lumleian Lectures in
i88o, and served on the Coun-
cil in I882, I883, and I884.
He was a Censor in I889 and

M.D Lond., F.R.C.P., 1890, Croonian Lecturer in
by Elliott and Fry.) I892, and Harveian Orator
in I897. In the Lumleian Lectures on the Digestive Ferments
and on the Artificially Digested Foods, Dr. William Roberts
brought together the results of an investigation on the diges-
tive ferments extending over many years. These lectures
and the work on which they were based probably form one of
the most exact contributions in our language to a subject
which is not only of great theoretical interest but of everyday
importance in practical medicine. This happy combination
of exact scientific inquiry on the one hand, and of recogni-
tion of the needs of practical medicine on the other, was
perhaps one of the main characteristics of all his work. His
original work on the digestive ferments dealt more especially
with the activity of pancreatic extracts, and the natVre and
conditions under which the digestive ferments produced their
a3ition on the starchy and proteid constituents of the food. He
elaborated his conclusions on this subject in a paper on the
Estimation of the Amylolytic and Proteolytic Activity of the
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Pancreatic Extracts, communicated to the Royal Society in
i88I. He also developed the practical side of this question in
a series of five lectures delivered at Owens College in I885,
and! subsequently. published in Lectures on Dietetics and
Dyspepsia, and in 1891 in his work, Collected Contributions on
Digestion and Diet, he again brouight up to that date the whole
of his work in this branch of physiology and medicine.
In the Croonian Ledtures in 1892 on the Chemistry and

Therapeutics of Uric Acid, Gravel, and Gout, he made most
important contributions to our knowledge of both these dis-
orders. This work, like that recorded in the Lumleian Lec-
ture., was the result of a long series of observations charac-
terised by extreme precision in execution and great origin-
ality of conception. His observations on the relationship
existing between the forms in which uric acid exists in the
blood, in the urine, and in gouty deposits were most interest-
ing and instructive. Although Sir William made no contri-
bution to the question which is at present exciting some
attention, as to whether uric acid exists normally in the
blood or not, his experiments showed conclusively that if it
did, it would be present in the form of a quadriurate, and he
demonstrated. in the most interesting manner how these
quadriurates, as the result of comparatively simple chemical
interchanges, could be decomposed with the formation of the
acid urates which are so characteristic of gouty deposits.
He further demonstrated that by other chemical decompo-
sitions the quadriurates miglht readily liberate free uric acid.
He showed that uric acid in an alkaline medium, such as the
blood serum, or an artificial serum, was dissolved in the form
of a quadriurate, and that, provided the quantity dissolved
was sufficient and the reaction of the medium suitable, this
quadriurate in the course of a variable time deQom-
posed, liberating an acid urate, and that the rapidity
of this decomposition was more especially fav-oured
b. the amount of sodium bicarbonate and sodium
chloride and other salts present in the medium.
In other words, given the presence of a quadriurate in
an alkaline fluid such as the blood plasma, sooner
or later as the mere result of chemical interchanges,
provided a sufficient quantity of the quadriurate was present,
a decomposition of the quadriurate must take place-with the
formation of the more insoluble acid urate. He showed
further that in certain fluids such as synovial fluid this de-
composition occurred more quickly than in others. By these
experimental observations an important contribution to our
knowledgeof a portion of the pathology.of gout was -made.
Similarly his observations on the conditions'determin-ing the
precipitation of uric acid in the urine. threw grea;t light on the
nature of gravel, since his experiments established the faet
that the quadriurates in an aoid medium like the urine
readily decomposed liberating free,. uric acid, and that this
decomposition was profoundly affected by sueh conditions as
the reaction, the amount of salts present, quantityof -pigment,
and so forth. He demonstrated that a gveat many other
factors were concerned in the foration of. gravel,besides a
mere excess of uric acid in the blood or, in the urine, and that
the degree of concentration and the reaction of, the rine were
factors as important as the mere excess of, uric acid. In this
way he afforded a most satisfactory explanation-oft a well-
known fact, that dilute urines often deposit uric acid abun-
dantly, whereas in concentrated urines with an abundance of
saline ingredients a deposit of urates occurs.
In the Harveian Oration delivered in I897, he took as his

subject, Science and Modern Civilisation, elaborating a theme
that had been present to his mind for many years on the
differences between the foundations of modern and ancient
civilisations, thelatterresting moreon art, the formeron science.
He held strongly the view that modern civilisation was for
this reason, more stable and less liable to be destroyed by
barbaric invasion than was the case with Roman and (irecian
civi.lisatioal.
In I865 Dr. William Roberts brought out the first edition

of his work, A Practical Treatise on Urinary andilenal Diseases.
This work was a most important contribution to English
scientife medicine, as, notwithstanding the able productions
of former; writers on the subject, there was no book in the
language which contained so complete an account, not only
of the mpre common but also of the rarer forms of renal
41sease. TQ illustrate this it is sufficient to refer, even at

the present time, to the chapters on cystic diseases of the
kidney and on chyluria. This work made the reputation of
its author, not only on account of its containing a vast
amount of valuable information collected from various sources
with reference to renal diseases, but perhaps more so on
account of the abundant evidence it contained of the
original work of the author. It is not often that a text-
book produced by a practical physician is quoted as autho-
ritative on physiological questions by the writer of a text-
book on physiology; but the work that Dr. Roberts carried
on with reference to the facts of calculous anuria and
the light that this threw on the physiology of the kidney
was such as to call for remark in Professor Michael Foster's.
well-known textbook. Dr. William Roberts showed that
when the functions of the kidney were arrested owing to
obstruction of the ureters a peculiar train of symptoms
was produced, which differed in many respects from the
urnemia of Bright's disease, and however difficult the explana-
tion of this may be, the fact remains that not only was it an
important contribution to practical medicine, but it was of
equal importance to the physiologist. Although probably the
chapter on Suppression of Urine in this well-known textbook
is the one that contains the most striking evidence of original
observation, yet there are records of many other original
experiments, such as those on the diurnal variations in the
acidity of the urine, and numerous observations on theestima-
tion of sugar in the urine by fermentation, and also several
tests and improvements of tests for the recognition of proteids
ahd sugar in the urine. His experiments on the estimation
of sugar by variations in the density in the urine after
fermentation afford again a striking instance of the character
of the man's work, the painstaking accuracy, the neatness and
simplicity of the method, the exactness of the results ob-
tained, all show bis striking capacity for original observa-
tion. During his last illness and up to a short time before
his death he was greatly interested in a further modification
which he had devised in this method, and on which he was
still making observations. The Practical Treatise on U"rinary
and Renal Disease soon reached a second edition, and the
fourth edition was published in I885. Without disparaging
any of -the other numerous works, it may be fairly said that it
was the most important work produced on the subject. He
also contributed articles on Wasting Palsy, Diseases of the-
Kidney to Reynolds's- Sisten of M31edicine, Renal Diseases to
Quain's Dicttonary, and hout to Allbutt's System of Medicine.
Dr. William Roberts was elected a Fellow of the Royal So-

ciety on June 7th, 1877, and he served on the Council in I890-
I89I. His researches i histology, physiology, and pathological
ehemistry were the-grounds for this honour. His most im-
portant papers communicated to the Royal Society were: (I)
On Peculiar Appearances exhibited by Blood Corpuscles with
Solutions of Magenta and Tannin, Proceedings of the Royal &-
ciety, 863; -and(2) Studies of Biogenesis, published in the
Philsophical Transactiont for 1874. The former paper dealt
with the staining reactions and structure of the blood cor-
puscles and the-peculiar manner in which tannin causes the
hsemoglobin to be excluded, and the results detailed in this
paper were used for, the next thirty years in the routine in-
struction of succeeding generations of medical students. In
the paper on biogenesis Dr. Roberts broke new ground; this,
research dealt with the question of spontaneous generation,
and of what was known in those days as the "panspermic'j
hypothesis. He records a number of most carefully devised
experiments with reference to the sterilisation of liquids such
as milk, urine, hay infusion, etc., and the conditions affecting
the sterilisation and the growth of bacteria in such liquids,
such as the intermittent application of heat, the degree of
heat necessary, discontinuous sterilisation, etc. He also
deals with the influence of the reaction of the medium, show-
ing by many ingenious experiments that alkaline nutritive
media were far more difficult to sterilise than acid. His paper
is most interesting reading at the present day when we re-
member the great advances that have been made in sterilisa-
tion and in bacteriology. The conclusions arrived at in -the
paper communicated to the Royal Society were further -de.
veloped in the year 1877, on the occasion of the visit of the
British Medical Association to Manchester, when he gave an
Address in Medicine, taking as subject Contagium Vivumaad
its Application to Medicine.
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Sir William Roberts's scientific work thus covered a verywide field, but whether dealing with histology, physiology, or
practical medicine, all the work was characterised by the
same scrupulous accuracy, and thosewho knew him well know
the great number of control experiments of various kinds
which were carried on often for years prior to any publication
being made. It must also be remembered that all this scien-
tific work was carried out during a period when the author was
actively engaged in a large and rapidly increasing consulting
practice in Manchester. The above short review of his worlk
would not be complete without drawing attention to his first
publication, an Essay on Wastinq Palsy, published in the year
1858, which was characterised by the same thoroughness, and
which affords further evidence that he was in no sense a
specialist, but took a broad view of medicine. This essay wasthe first systematic treatise on this disease in the English
language.
In I879 Dr. Roberts received the Cameron Prize for his con-

tributions to practical therapeutics, more especiall in rela-
tion to the dietetic treatment of disease; and at the meetingof the British Medical Association at Cardiff in i885, he de-
livered an address on Feeding the Sick. In 1895, when the
Association met in London, he was President of the S*e tion of
Pharmacology and Therapeutics.
In I885 Dr. William Roberts, greatly to his owii surprise

and without any previous communication to him, received the
honour of knighthood, the first intimation of hlis preferment
being a paragraph in a Manchester paper. The medical pro-fession in Manchester and the surrounding district enter-
tained Sir William at a banquet at the Queen's Hotel in cele-
bration of this event.
In 1889 Sir William Roberts removed to London, chiefly to

obtain more leisure from the incessant calls of a very large
consulting practice, and during the last ten years of his life,whilst maintaining his interest in and actively pursuingseveral branches of scientific inquiry, he embarked on a new
career of usefulness in the more official and administrative
departments of the profession. In I892 he was appointed a
Fellow of the University of London, and soon afterwards
became an active member of the Brown Committee-a sub-
committee of the Senate of the University of London havingthe general management of the Brown Institution. His
interest in this Institution was great, and, on the death of
Sir Richard Quain in 1897, he was unanimously elected Chair-
man of this Committee, a post he retained until November,
1898. He represented the University of London on the
General Medical Council from I896 to the time of his death,and his keen interest in the great question of the provisionof adequate university teaching in London was recognised byhis appointment as a member of the Statutory Commission
appointed in I898 to deal with this matter. His rapid failure
of health caused him to resign this only a few weeks ago.In I893 he was appointed the medical member of the OpiumCommission. He always looked back on his experience in
India on this Commission as one of the most interesting
events of his life. He took a broad view of the opium
question, largely founded on the rpsult of his keen observa-
tion of its supposed ill-effects whilst in India. In addition
to 'carrying out the routine work of a Commissioner, he
found time to bring before the profession the value of anar-
cotin as an antiperiodic. In addition to serving on the
Opium Commission, Sir William Roberts in 1897 served on a
committee appointed by the Home Office to investigate the
question of the effects of moisture in weaving sheds on the
health of the workers. Sir Henry Roscoe, who was one of his
colleagues in this inquiry and a lifelong-friend, having been a
fellow student with him at University College, writes:
"One of the last as well as one of the most importantsubjects as influencing the health of the peeple in which

Roberts took the greatest interest was a Home Office inquiry
in 1897 into the effect of the use of steam in weaving sheds
upon the health of the operatives in the Lancashire cotton
mills. Sir William Roberts became my colleague togetherwith -Dr. Arthur Ransome, F.R.S., and all three being Man-
chester men we were well acquainted not only with the
district but with the habits of the people. The evidence
obtained and the report and recommendations sent into the
Home Office were of so satisfactory a character that all danger
of dispute between employers and employed, which at one

time threatened to be serious, has been.removed. To thiS ein
the high scientific abilities, professional knowledge and sound
common sense of Sir William Roberts greatly contributed."
Although the long record of Sir William RobertWs scientifle

work and professional attainments is more thanJsufficient t6
account for the esteem in which he was held by his fellow
practitioners, yet it was more espeGially the singularly affec-
tionate and gentle disposition that -lay behind an apparently
reserved exterior which endeared him to a wide circle and
which causes many to feel that his loss is irreparable. All
those who have been privileged to know him will miss the
kindly wit that sparkled on every occasion, and his friends
know that it is no exaggeration to say that he was never
known to express a harsh sentiment of anyone. Further, he
was a man of the highest principles and his professional
conduct was characterised by the greatest integrity.

Sir William Roberts was married in I869 to Elizabeth,
daughter of Mr. Richard Johnson. This lady died in 1874,
leaving as issue one son, who died in 1893. During the last
20 years Sir William invariably spent some portion of every
year at his country residence, Bryn, where he took the
greatest interest in developingf his estate. He was very
solicitous for the comfort and well-being of his tenants, pro-
viding them with model farmhouses, replete with modern
improvements. He was very fond of country pursuits, and, in
addition, devoted a good deal of his time to the study of the
flora of the district. He was also a keen fisherman, and the
River Dovey flowing past his house afforded him excellent
sport.

Sir William Roberts suffered severely from influenza some
two years ago, and although in the course of time he
recovered his usual alertness of manner, in the autumn of
1898 serious symptoms of ill-health developed, which in
November were recognised to be dependent upon a severe
internal affection. The malady slowly progressed until death
on Sunday, April i6th. The Iuneral took plaee at Llany-
mawddwy, Merionethshire, the village near his country
residence, Bryn, to which he was so attached, on Wednesday,
April Igth. It was attended by his immediate relatives
and a large concourse of friends, tenants, farmers of the
neighbourhood, and school children bearing primroses. Dr.
T. Harris, F.R.C.P. (a former House-Physician of Sir
William Roberts), and Professor Thomas Jones, F.R.C.S.,
attended as representatives of the Medical Board of the Man-
chester Royal Infirmary. Professor Jones, in addition, repre-
sented the Senate of Owens College; and Dr. Matthews, of
Levenshulme, came as one of his old Manchester pupils.

Dr. C. J. CULLINGWORTH, who for many years was a colleague
of Sir William Roberts in Manchester, has in response to our
request sent the following tribute to his memory:
Of Sir William Roberts's scientific work during the years he

resided in Manchester I leave others to speak, but I gladly
avail myself of the opportunity of saying a few words as to the
influence of his personal character upon the professional life
of the place. My recollection of him dates from I867-8,
during which years it was my high privilege to be elosely
associated with him in his clinical work at the Manchester
Royal Infirmary. Sir William Roberts was what men call an
optimist. He believed in his fellow men and was always
quick to recognise the good in them. He maintained that the
motives of human action were much more frequently good
than bad, and that we were much more likely to be correct if
we judged men g'enerously than if we judged them harshly.;
He never took part in or willingly listened to detraction. Hiss
nature was gentle, and he was studiously careful to avoid
hurting the feelings of those about him. He would never
allow himself to be dragged into a quarrel or even into a
newspaper controversy. Notwithstanding his keen interestz
in passing events, he had no taste for public life and took nO
part in it. He disliked public meetings of all kinds, and had-
a singular distaste and inaptitude for every sort of committee
work. Though an excellent host, he despised the popularity'
that comes from the lavish display of hospitality. His con-
versation sparkled with the unexpected, and was always
exhilarating. He continually put things in new 4ights and
set one thinking questions out afresh.
The carefulness and appropriateness of expression that

characterised his writings were equally noticeable in his
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everyday conversation. He was never slipshod; yet his keen
sense of humour saved him from anything like pedantry.
His buoyancy of spirit displayed itself in a quaint playfulness
of speech and gesture, that remained with him to the end as
one of his most striking and attractive characteristics.

It will be easily understood that, during the many years
that he occupied the leading position in Manchester, the
qualities that I have endeavoured to indicate, associated as
they were with great strength of will and force of character,
gave him a powerful influence. He became the sage coun-
sellor to whom his brethren naturally repaired for advice, and
his judgments were singularly shrewd, sober, and sensible.
The tone of professional life in Manchester was raised by his
influence and example to a high pitch, and few districts were
so free from professional jealousies and petty rivalries and
misunderstandings. All this made it not to be wondered at
that his medical brethren in the North heard with very
sincere regret of his determination ten years ago to remove
to London, for it meant the withdrawal from amongst them
of an influence that they oould ill spare.

We are indebted to Dr. D. J. LEECH, Professor of Materia
Medica and Therapeutics, Owens College, Manchester, for
the following:
The death of Sir William Roberts has caused deep sorrow

not only in Manchester, but in Lancashire and the surround-
ing counties, for though ten years have elapsed since he went
tb reside in London, he was borne in affectionate regard in
the district he had left by a very large circle both professional
and lay. The position which for so many years he held as
the leading consulting physician in the north-west of Eng-
land was not quickly gained. For many years after he was
appointed on the staff of 1the Manchester Royal Infirmary in
1856 he spent almost his whole time in the wards of his hos-
pitai or his little laboratory at home. He followed Jenner
and Parkes, whom he delighted to call his masters, in his
love of exact observation, and finding when he came to Man-
chester no provision for experimental work, he fitted up a
small workroom in his own house, and was never subsequently
without one. All the investigations he made and published
were carried out at home and with his own hands. Even
when ample laboratories were open to him at the Owens Col-
lege, he never took advantage of them. He worked alone in
his little room examining, weighing, and measuring every-
thing himself, and trusting nothing to an assistant. He
sought no appointment other than the one he held at the in-
firmary, and no special means for advancement in practice,
but he laboured steadily on in the wards and his laboratory,
not even at first writing much, but making his mark by such
works as he did publish-for example, his essay on Wasting
Palsy, and his contributions to the literature on urinary dis-
eases. It was not until 1865, after the issue of his Practical
Treatise on Urinary and Renal Diseases, that the reward came.
The profession had found in him a man of sterling worth, and
now the public began to appreciate him, and he rose very
ranidly in name and fame.
His powers and his character alike caused him to be trusted

by all, and for nearly twenty years he was the acknowledged
leader of the medical profession in Manchester. As a clinical
observer he was singularly acute; he had the faculty of being
able to see at once the essential points in a case, and dismiss
those of only secondary importance. As a therapeutist he was
ready of resource and fertile in suggestions. There was al-
ways a freshness and originality in his remarks, so that those
who consulted him about even the most ordinary cases felt
they had learned something from him.

Sir William Roberts brought to bear on medical, as on all
other matters, a wonderfully well-balanced judgment, and
hence was regarded as one of the most reliable of advisers.
Single-mindedandfreefromall jealousies and small ambitions,

he never sought posts of position and power, but rather shrank
from them. Itonours indeed came to him, but they were not
of his seeking. He worked hard all his life. From his con-
sulting room he habitually adjourned to his cigarette and
laboratory, and he was constantly revolving in his mind the
problems which there came before him. Nevertheless he was
ever bright and cheerful, often indeed slmost playful, in his
manner. No one appreciated a joke more than he, no one
was more sympathetic with those in distress, and no one more

kindly to those who wanted aid. He could, indeed, sternly
reprehend what he thought was wrong, but he had a charitable"
mind, and always looked on the better and brighter side.
There were few of his juniors in Manchester who did not-

from time to time go to him for that sage and sound advice he-
was ever willing to give, and even after he left for Londonthis;
counsel was often sought. cwi A141
His memory will long live in the minds of his pupils,:,hi&

fellow-workers, and many friends.

JOSEPH HUGHES HEMMING, M.R.C.S.ENG., L.S.A..
Member of the Council of the British Medical Association.

THE sudden death of Mr. J. H. Hemming, of Kimbolton,
Hunts, from heart failure, at Northampton, on April i4th, at
the age of 75, which we announced last week, was an event-
very deeply regrettedby a wide circle of friends and acquaint-
ances. Mr. Hemming was the second son of the late John
Hemming, A.M., of Kimbolton, Hunts,whom he succeeded as
a medical man in the place of his birth. During boyhood he,
attended local schools, but at the age of 14 he was severely
burned by the explosion of fireworks in his side pocket on.
November 5th. This accident confined him to his bed for two,
years, and another year passed before the wound healed. The,
accident, however, did not retard his studies, as he readl
during his tedious recovery books of great writers from his
father's library, and thus worked through the classics and
every branch of a sound education entirely without help. At.
the age of 17 he held conversation with many of Lthe learned:
men who visited his father.
He was articled to Dr. Roberts, of St. Asaph, and under him.

acquired much practical acquaintance with disease. He then:
proceeded to the University of Edinburgh, where he took a
gold medal and other prizes. Sir James Y. Simpson, Pro-
fessor Syme, and Sir R. Christison were his teachers, and he
was rapidly advancing in his studies when the early death of'
his father cut short his career at the University. He became'
M.R.C.S.Eng. in I848 and L.S.A. in I849. He practised with
great success in Kimbolton and the surrounding country for
forty years; took Dr. H. A. Hallett as his partner in I875, and.
retired from practice at the end of I889. His practice was
wide, his patients were of all classes, and hewas equallyready
to render service to the poor and to the rich. He had an ex--
cellent reputation for surgical cases, in the treatment of which.
he was specially successful, as became one of Syme's pupils.
Unlike the successful country practitioners of to-day, whose'
tendency is to move into the towns, Mr. Hemming was content
with the good work he was doing.
He was an original thinker, and a man of sound knowledge'

and correct judgment. Even when in active practice he'
always read every day a portion of some classic. This pro-
bably explains his general culture,which was one of his strong-
points. He was firm and upright in his character and actions,
was held in high regard by all who knew him, and was trustee'
to many private persons and public societies. He was the'
author of several contributions to the BRITISH MEDICALI
JOURNAL.
Mr. Hemming took great interest in the British Medical)

Association, and was a most constant attendant at its meet-
ings. He was President of the South Midland Branch in x886
and was also the representative of that Branch on the CounciS
ofthe Association, and an active member of the Parliamentary
Bills Committee from 1888 to the day of his death. He hact
held also the posts of President of the Cambridge and Hunt-
ingdon Branch, and President of the Cambridge Medica?
Society.
He attended the meeting of the Parliamentary Bills Com-

mittee in London on April iith, and that of the Council of the'
Association on the following day, and appeared to be in his
usu.sl health. He was about to attend a Committee meeting-
at Northampton on April i4th, and had ascended a few steps
of the stairs at the hotel, when he staggered and fell into the'
arms of his medical friends, dying instantly. On walking
from the station to the hotel, a short distance only but a
stiffish ascent, he had leaned on the arin of a friend, and com-
plained of feeling tired;' and he had written in a letter a few-
days previously that three meetings in one week was rather-.
hard work. Mr. Hemming's sudden and unexpeebed decease'
cast a deep gloom over the meeting. The members passecl
a special resolution of sympathy and condolence with his


